Thirty distinguished scientists 
resenting many countries gathered 
Hiroshima, Japan, on August 6 
participate in the Fifth World 
nference Against A and H Bombs. 
ter listening to a speech by Dr. 
nus Pauling, the delegates issued 
appeal to all scientists asking 
at science be used only in ways 
mpatible with the principles of 
Manity. They pledged that they 
emselves would not perform sci- 
tific research for war. 

A partial text of their appeal 
ads as follows: 


“We scientists who have gathered 
Hiroshima with the purpose of 
ntributing to the success of the 
fth World Conference Against A and 
bombs, have unanimously affirmed, 
ter extensive discussion, that at 
is critical moment when weapons 
mass destruction have been de= 
loped to an extreme extent, it is 
e supreme duty of all mankind to 
lve the problem of eliminating all 
pes of war, including local wars. 


“We appreciate with deepest grati- 
de the fact that the campaign to 
Ohibit atomic weapons and to elim—- 
ate the possibility of atomic war 
now receiving the support of all 
mn of good will and is growing year 
ter year; we may hope that these 
inciples may soon be accepted by 
e whole of mankind. For such a 
mpaign, we as scientists feel a 
eat social responsibility... 

“The radioactive contamination of 
e atmosphere, the ground surface, 
id of animals and plants, is rapidly 
creasing as a result of the fallout 
om nuclear weapons tests... 


statement gives many details on 
llout at this point.—T.K.) 


“Even today, at Hiroshima and Naga 
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CIENTISTS GATHER AT HIROSHIMA, 
PLEDGE TO REFUSE WAR RESEARCH 


saki, the deaths due to atomic disease 
are continuing...This fact indicates 
impressively the nature of the tra-— 
gedy of atomic war... 


**Itis estimated that even the 
first atomic bomb--a small bomb equi- 
valent to 20,000 tons of high explo-— 
sive such as TNT—-killed about 200,000 
of the total opulation of 400,000 in 
Hiroshima. The total explosive energy 
of all the atomic and hydrogen bomb 
tests conducted since then by U.S.A., 
U.S.S.R. and U.K. is estimated to be 
equivalent to 180 million tons of TINT. 
The atomic and hydrogen bombs have 
become more and more powerful and 
the stock piles are rapidly increasing 
in size. The recent rapid development 
of missile technique is such that in 
a nuclear war thousands of great nu- 
clear bombs might be exploded over 
the densely populated areas of the 
globe in the first few hours of com— 
bat. 


“A war fought with these nuclear 
weapons might destroy the-greater 
part of the human race. Unless we 
succeed in controlling the atomic 
and hydrogen bombs and in eliminating 
war itself, we shall be living ina 
continuous state of dread of anni- 
hilation... 


“However, we now may have hope for 
the future. The nuclear bomb tests 
have been stopped by the three nuclear 
powers, and a strong effort is being 
made to obtain an international agree— 
ment banning these tests. When the 
abolition of nuclear weapons is real- 
ized, the peaceful uses of atomic en- 
ergy may be advanced greatly. 


“Wwe pledge ourselves that we will 
not cooperate in scientific research 
for the purposes of war and destruc—- 
tion, and we appeal to the world that 
science be not used in any way in- 
compatible with the principles of 
humanity.’’ 


PRESIDENT PASCHKIS 


OUTLINES PLANS FOR 
IMPROVEMENT OF SSRS 


President-elect Victor Paschkis 
delivered a speech at the SSRS Annual 
Meeting September 5, which was billed 
as a review of the first ten years 
of the Society, but which actually 
was a profound and moving examination 
of the directions in which not only 
the SSRS but individual scientists 
should be moving and thinking. 


In advance of the meeting, Victor 
had circulated a mimeographed pre 
pared text of his address. However, 
the speech as delivered was com- 
pletely different. 


Following are quotations from 
key sections of Victor’s address 
as it was actually presented. 


“Tt is unfortunately true that 
the great majority of people live 
from day to day oblivious of the 
perilous condition of our time. This 
great majority includes economically 
poor classes, whose people spend 
all their energy to keep alive, or 
who escape from reality through 
drinking or drugs, and have little 
insight into the political realities 
of our time. But it also includes 
a very large number of educated 
people who spend their leisure time 
playing golf or fishing, who read 
little outside commonly accepted 
trivial magazines. We have to dis-— 
count these people and limit our 
consideration to those who do think. 


“Of those people who are aware and 
are thinking, one can, perhaps over— 
simplifying, distinguish three groups, 
whom I will describe, immodestly and 
perhaps inaccurately, as the ‘voters,’ 
the ‘monks;‘ and the ‘SSRS.’ Let me 
define. 


“The voters try to achieve their 
goals by political action in the 
broadest sense, including actual 
voting, writing to government and 
newspapers;...they separate their 
personal lives and concepts from 
those which they postulate and wish 
to secure for society. (‘If we had 
done for ourselves what we have 
done for our country, what rascals 
we would be!’) This is by far the 
largest group, and includes both 
people who seek security through 
armaments and those aware of this 


folly. i 
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This Newsletter is published 
monthly by the Society for Social 
Responsibility tn Science, an 
organization of scientists and 
engineers whose purpose Is to 
induce sclentists to recognize 
a personal responsibility for the 
anticipated consequences to so- 
clety of their work and to always 
exercise their profession for 
the benefit of humanity. 


The Society for Social Respon- 
sibility in Science was founded 
in 1949. It has members in 17 
countries and the Newsletter is 
circulated in 41 countries. 


Statements made in the Newsletter 
do not necessarily represent of- 
fictal policies of the Society 
unless so stated. Signed articles 
are the responsibility of their 
authors; other material is the 
responsibility of the Editor. 
The SSRS Newsletter is not c opy— 
righted; its material may be 
republished without obtaining 
permission, with the exception 
of directly quoted material which 


has previously been published 


elsewhere. For permission to 
reprint this, write the original 
publisher. 


The SSRS Newsletter is distributed 
free to a large number of people 
who are not members of the Society. 
The estimated cost of producing 
and mailing the Newsletter is 
about $1.50 per year. Readers are 
invited to help underwrite this 
expense. 

SSRS President 1959-60: 

Victor Paschkis 

Apt. 21-F, 70 LaSalle St. 

New York 27, N.Y. 


SSRS Secretary 1959-60: 
John C. Schuder 

2931 Carter Road 
Trevose, Penna. 


Newsletter Editor and Compositor: 
Truman Kirkpatrick 

663 Rochdale Circle 

Lombard, 111. 


Newsletter Circulation Manager: 
Franklin Miller, Jr. 
Gambier, Ohio 


“TI must confess that I use the 
term monks with a barb, because I 
am not speaking of real monasteries... 


but I think of the quite large group 
of people, represented e.g. by a 
recent letter in our Newsletter 
(Chris Ahrens), who go into a type 
of intentional community which does 
withdraw to a great extent from the 
world... The disappointments of the 
struggle, the lack of morality in 
the society which is largely con- 
trolled by ‘voters’, drive many very 
serious seekers into such communi- 
ties, but they are thereby lost 


for remedying the situation in the 
world. 


“If I state as a third group the 
SSRS, I of course do not in any 
way contend that we have a monopoly 
on the attitude I want to place in 
juxtaposition to the other two: 
that of staying in the world, but 
struggling at personal moral de- 
velopment at the same time as working 
in the world; of trying, unsuccessful 
as we may be in so doing, to say what 
we have to, in connection with man’s 
precarious situation, through our 
professional work. There are of 
course many men and women trying to 
do that, but I am not aware of any 
other professional group trying to 
unite people of the same general 
occupational interests in this en- 
deavor. 


“If you accept this as an ideal, 
as a challenge for the SSRS, there 
follow some conclusions for our 
members which I would like to put 
before you. 


“First, the attitude of some of 
us, ‘I am just a scientist, and 
cannot become vocal in SSRS matters,’ 
will not stand. No one of us can 
afford to be just a scientist. 


“Second, money...At our Annual 
Meeting once, we heard Harlow Shapley 
suggest that a ‘cause—organization’ 
which has a bank balance at the end 
of the year is in poor shape; it 
lacks imagination. One year we man—- 
aged to follow Shapley’s advice, but 
we did not find that he was very 
helpful in getting money to cover 
the deficit. And with all due respect 
for his views, I believe he is wrong. 
In fact, I think we should try to 
go after substantial amounts of 
money. We could get much more free 
literature distributed; we could 
print more pamphlets. And I am sure 
we could get more people to put in 
some effort if we could ask them to 
hire secretarial help. It is of course 
much easier to get money if we are 
incorporated and tax-exempt, a 
this is one reason I believe we 
should bend every effort to get 
this incorporation procedure through. 
But even while it is pending I feel 
we should start a money-raising 
campaign. 


“Third, we will have to learn to 
cooperate with other organizations, 
in order to spread our views more 
effectively. Such organizations may 
be scientific or non-scientific... 
If we contend (and I think rightly 


so) that it is inconceivable tha 
our views of nonparticipation ij 
nuclear and other armaments will 
prevail as long as the entire popui 
lation is not convinced, we h 

better go about convincing So 
population. i 


“How do we act on the politica: 
scene? I have been asked repeatedl) 
in discussions, whether SSRS pre 
sents its views of the suicida 
nature of a nuclear war or eves 
the arms race to the government; 
So far, we have left this job cy 
information largely to FAS ant 
similar groups. With the persona 
stand which our members take, | 
believe that we might have a bette 
chance to be heard. Possibly thes 
might even be some joint actiq 
with FAS in such problems. | 


“If some of these ideas are take¢ 
up, many more members will have t 
become involved. In fact, I woul} 
say that it is a question of lifj 
or death for SSRS--and immodestl}j 
I say, for the world-~that mo 
scientists actually start to think 
work and struggle with these probl 
lems of ours. If they do, we will 
have to think seriously about ou 
Organizational setup. There ars 
not more than thirty members 
SSRS who have done a substantiad 
amount of work for the Society. W 
must, within the next year, trebl 
this number, and in a short ting 
plan to have the majority of th 
members active——because if we leavs 
things to the thirty, they wil 
eventually get tired and drop out 


“Let me close by saying that 
have recently read a book by Kar 
Jaspers, a German philosopher. Ja 
pers recognizes clearly the-threa 
of the totalitarians; but he also i 
aware that another war, howeved 
started, may mean the extinctia 
of mankind. He feels that a complet 
reversal is necessary, which wou 
be sufficient if achieved in eved 
a quite limited number of peoples 


“It is my hope that for scientist# 
the SSRS might be a meeting grouni 
where people in search of thii 
reversal can find each other a 


I and distributing this Newsletter 
Is approximately $1.50 per year’ 


LETTERS 


To the Editor of the Newsletter: 


: I have just read the resolution 
(passed by the SSRS Annual Meeting) 
“deploring the campaign to popularize 
germ warfare.” It seems to me to be 
far too weak both as a statement of 
Principle and as an attempt to pop- 
ularize a principled stand. 


SSRS is a small organization. Its 
appeal for me is that here, at least, 
we don’t have to hedge on questions 
of principle. Instead of ‘‘doubt ing 

the wisdom’ of germ warfare, we should 
condemn it; instead of urging “our 
fellow-citizens, scientists and non- 
scientists alike, to recogniZe that 
they are making moral decisions,” we 
should note that they are being asked 
to pervert the science of life and to 
become war criminals, and that medical 
men participating in Such research 
are violating their oath; instead of 
offering to help those who resign to 
find jobs, we should urge our col= 
leagues to refuse to participate in 
the programs. 


Such an appeal would have a better 
chance of coming before public at-— 
tention than does just another crit- 
icism of the government by pacifists. 


I would appreciate hearing from any 
readers who would like to partici- 
pate in a program against germ war- 
fare. 

Dick Levins 

45 Tieman Place 

New York 27, N.Y. 

Editor’s Note: some SSRS members 

may wish to communicate not only 
with Dick Levins but with all their 

fellow-members on this subject. If 
so, please send a copy of your letter 
to this Newsletter. i esd Me 


To the Editor of the Newsletter: 


I’m reading about the vigil, the 
quiet picketing of Fort Detrick. This 
idves serve to’ focus attention—witness 
my own stimulation to reflect, spec- 
ulate and write about it. 


Exhorting individuals to refuse to 
work on particular apparatus for war 
is effective for convincing the ex- 
horters that they are doing something 
about the distressing situation. It 
may be effective in saving the souls 
of those who are influenced to quit 
the job. But I do not think it redu- 
ces the chance of war. It is bootless 
to argue that if everybody quit work- 
ing on war material there’d be no war 
because of nothing to fight it with. 


It is remarkable that people so gen- 
erally feel that some particular in- 
struments of war are especially dam-~ 
able. Logically it’s pretty much a 
matter of indifference whether you’ re 
killed by one agent or another. 


What we should be working for is 
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the abandonment of military force to 
settle disputes between sovereigns. 
Inasmuch as two sovereigns in contact 
will in the end always dispute some= 
thing and attempt in the end to gain 
their respective ways by force, we 
can see that it is fatuous to attempt 
to stop the force while leaving the 
sovereigns. The thing to picket is 
sovereignty... 


We’ 11 not have peace in this world 
until we come to see that the only 
way to peace is military impotence. 
We shall always find a reason to fight 
if we are physically able to fight. 
Our only way out is to recognize this 
in ourselves as inevitably as in 
others, and put ourselves in a posi- 
tion where we cannot resist the 
execution of a commonly accepted 
authority...I’m for “fighting” against 
injustice. But I’m even more for 
“fighting” against war...Who ever 
thinks that war promotes justice? 


-..Our SSRS has a program to save 
scientists’ souls. It (we) ought 


now to go on to a program for saving 
our lives. 


R. R. Newell 
50 Yerba Buena Ave. 
San Francisco 27, Calif. 


To the Editor of the Newsletter: 


...-As one following the want-ads 
in the New York Times for the last 
seven months rather closely, I am 
concerned about the economic growth 
in this country. It seems that the 
greatest need for technical manpower 
is in the missile and rocket fields, 
as well as other military fields. 
Large companies are offering high- 
level positions with high pay and 
benefits; many new companies have 
been formed, and existing companies 
have established large, apparently 
permanent departments devoted to 
military work. Practically all large 
ads have been for military work, and 
this is disturbing as far as a healthy 
industrial growth is concerned. I 
believe the SSRS should discuss this 
problem, including that of Congress~ 
men seeking “defense’’ contracts for 
their districts, and plans for grad= 
ual conversion of military to civil- 
ian enterprises without widespread 
unemployment. 


Leo Pach 
72 Lincoln Ave. 
Tuckahoe 7, N.Y. 


To the Editor of the Newsletter: 


With regard to the note in the 
September Newsletter, “SSRS in India,” 
I do not think that the comments 
of Siekevitz as quoted go beyond 
the SSRS stand. While refraining 
from military work is in the fore- 
ground of our concern today, I never 
conceived of the SSRS as being lim- 
ited to this point of view. The 
point is, as Ivsee it, that the 


individual has to decide. If his 
concepts of right and wrong exceed 
those involved in the question of 
war, he will necessarily circumscribe 
his activities more closely. 


For example, I believe that liquor 
is a major national danger, and there=- 
fore I would not participate in any 
work attempting to further the aims 
of the liquor industry. 


The question of expeditions to 
the moon has often come up in my 
public talks. I usually say that 
I am opposed to this work for two 
reasons: first, in view of the spon- 
sorship, the aim is obviously not 
“pure science,” but rather military; 
second, and just as important, I 
feel that science has more important 
goals of more direct benefit to 
mankind than such exploration. But 
I recognize that the latter viewpoint 
is much more personal and subject 
to a different interpretation than 
the first one. 


Victor Paschkis 
21_F, 70 LaSalle St. 
New York 27, N.Y. 


Apt. 


To the Editor of the Newsletter: 


I wonder if the present race to 
Drepare more deadly weapons is not 
a good thing--if we can manage to 
survive. If the atom bomb and disease 
warfare were not invented, maybe we 
would go on indefinitely killing each 
other, murdering on an international 
scale, with the general population 
going about “business as usual”? smugly 
secure in the thought that only sol- 
diers are killed. 


In my work in biology I am impressed 
by the fact that there is always 
change; life surges onward somehow, 
in one form or another. And we people 
on this earth have gone on century 
after century, blindly, instinctively, 
killing each other because we have 
got used to doing so. But, as several 
have said, we make noticeable evo- 
lutionary progress only in time of 
crisis, when we are forced to make 
wiser decisions. 


In the present world crisis, in 
which the world militarists take such 
delight, we have finally reached the 
point where each one of us has awa~ 
kened to the fact that we are respon- 
sible for the future. Everywhere 
people are finding their voices against 
war. More of us are active, as shown 
in publications such as Peace News, 
World Committee for World Development 
and World Disarmament, etc. If we can 
face this self-made crisis, I believe 
we will be better off, and maybe bet— 
ter people. 


The problem is not so much a nation—- 
al, as a human one. 


Olaus J. Murie 
Moose, Wyoming 


PRES DEN T'S’ “REPORT 


Following is the text of the annual 
Report of the retiring president 
of the SSRS, Edward G. Ramberg. 


The growth in membership in 1958-9 
has been largely balanced by the 
dropping of members whose cessation 
of interest was indicated by their 
failure to pay dues or to participate 
in the affairs of the Society in 
other ways for a prolonged time. In 
addition, the Society suffered a 
serious loss with the death of yobel 
Prizewinner Wolfgang Pauli, Jr., and 
of Albert Wilson, and the resignation 
of devoted members such as J. Houston 
Shrader. 


The most significant efforts in 
carrying forward the objectives of 
the Society were made by individual 
members. in-particular, Victor 
Paschkis presented the need for 
social responsibility on a personal 
level to many groups of scientists, 
engineers, and others in Central 
Europe, following this up with an 
extensive program of campus visiting 
in the United States. Norman Polster, 
as Fallout Survey Coordinator, stim—- 
ulated concern for radioactive 
contamination of food and air by 
nuclear weapons tests through numerous 
radio interviews and talks to students 
and service groups. Edmund C. Berkeley 
conducted a poll of the technical 
press with regard to their willingness 
to print material bearing on social 
responsibility and made the results 

available to the membership for 
their guidance. The Newsletter, under 
the editorship of Truman Kirkpatrick, 
continued to maintain the high quality 
achieved in the last several years, 
though with somewhat diminished 
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regularity. Its large list of re- 
cipients has been both “pruned” and 
extended to newly interested readers 
through the care of Franklin Miller, 
our circulation manager. Finally, one 
of the finest accomplishments of the 
year is the remarkable campaign 
carried on by our member Linus Pauling 
to acquaint men everywhere with the 
dangers of the nuclear arms race and 
the need for international agreements. 


The effort of the Society to obtain 
a charter of incorporation in Bucks 
County, Pennsylvania has not been 
successful so far. The conclusions 
of the searching report of the Master 
appointed to hear testimony on the 
granting of the charter, which recom 
mended that a charter be issued to 
the Society, have been set aside by 
the Court, which held that the pur- 
poses aS expressed in the charter 
were insufficiently clear. Upon recom 
mendation of the attorney for the 
Society, the Council reexamined 
the Statement of Purpose and recom— 
mended a modification which would 
meet the test of clarity in the 
interpretation of the Court. This 
new Statement of Purpose was adopted 
at a Special Membership Meeting on 
June 27 and forms the basis of a 
reapplication for a charter. 


First steps have been taken to 
extend interest in the small tools 
program and International Rural 
Development Service to campuses 
in addition to that of the University 
of Massachusetts. 


The need for leadership in con- 
testing the uses of science and 
technology for war and the threat 
of war has never been more evident 
than now. In this struggle the 
role of the SSRS as an organization 
has been limited, though many members 
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have played an active role in it 
as individuals. It must be Pert 
to the future to decide whether itt 
is the primary function of the SSRS: 
to spearhead public actions or tox 
strengthen individuals working fo 
the common goal by whatever meanss 
are at their command. : 


Edward G. Ramberg 


EMPLOYMENT 


All correspondence regarding th« 
printing of ads and replies to adi 
should be sent to the Occupation Div- 
ision Chairman, M. Jane Oesterling, 
Woman's Medical College, Philadelphi 
29, Penna. When a name is given i} 
the ad for a direct reply, a copy o} 
the correspondence should be sent t} 
Jane Oesterling if possible, so thay 
the effect of this system can be es} 
t imated,. 


SITUATIONS OPEN 


CH MIST OR CHEMICAL ENGINEER to for— 
mulate and execute broad-scope basicg 
research program in radiation catal 
ysts of hydrocarbon reactions. Unusu— 
al Independence Inasponsored project 
which may lead to significant con 
structive application of nuclear 
energy. Complete analytical systems, 
kilocurte gamma source, nuclear 
reactor, and machine computation 
facilities available, Major easter 
university. Ph.D. or equivalent 
sxperience. 


ELECTRONIC ENGINEER AND ELECTRONIC 
TECHNICIANS for constructive work fr 
expanding medical electronics firm. 
Circuit design, especially witt 
tranststors, or product development 
experience desfred. Biophysica 
Electronics, Inc., 20 E. Herman St.. 
Philadelphia 4%, Penna. 


SCIENTIST for Executive Directo 
of Committee for a Sane Nuclea 
Policy. Write Donald Keys, SANE 
202 E. 4% St., New York 17,5 Wey 
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